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A suit requesting the release of all] 
documents relating to: Central In- 
telligence- Agency ™ (CLAY “cavert 
recruitment and other activity at Ohio 
State University has been-filed against 
the CIA: by* the= ee 


newspaper; the Lantern.» 

The suit. filed Oct:: “tath§ by? the 
American::Civil.: ‘Liberties!’ ‘Union 
(ACLU of Central Ohio-on behalf of the 
Lantern;:seeks documents: the: CIA: 
_. Tefuses - tor. release: or: “even: hrehiee 


“req 
Central. i Intedligence Agency indexed or. 
mentioned under the name Ohio State: 
University’* including “past or present; 
contracted or-uncontracted, paid or-un-; 
paid, formak-or- informal,: witting: or: 
-unwitting’? relationships, according the:: 
Mark Levy;* “coordinator of. the Central. 
Ohio ACLU.: : 
_ According to-the: ‘Lantern John Oller: 
a reporter;: initially. requested. the 
material.under. the: guidelines: set. up. in: 
the Freedomr~-ofinformationAct 
(FOIA): The guidelinesewere setup. in. 
1977 after:the Senate Committee. on In- 
telligence:learned.that more: than 100. 
American. colleges: and, universities. 
were linked to the CIA... -..3../3 

But Oller heard. nothing icon ihe CIA’ 
‘despite. agletter he- received .from the 
agency in, , mid-April;1977 | ‘saying. it, 
would respond. to his: request “as: soon, 
as feasible’..the Lantern reported... 

IN: MAR€H#: 1978;:"Michaek:: Kapea,| 
another Lantern reporter, and.Lantern. 
faculty’ advisor: Thomas Wilson again: 
asked for the: documents _under; FOIA » 
guidelines: The pair- ‘ultimately 
received whats, Oller, -described as- 
heavily’ edi edited?'{ar and 1 “rathér)in-’ 
‘nocuous’”” " material,. ,. according, to: Be ; 


Pes 


Wilson. were sent a letter stating that 
the CIA. “will not grant access. to any- 
additional records that may exist which | 
might be responsive to your request.” 

-i‘By. this: answer, we are- neither: 
denying. nor: confirming . that. any such. 
additions; wecards,: exis see ¥ the: asi 
continued. . : 
xe HAT. DECISION. was: ‘appealed to 


Ado cumeénts 


fa. sat, AEH is 


” whether: or ‘not documents. exist,;’ he- 


the CIA’s Information Review Commit- 
tee who responded. that.‘‘arrangements 
will be made for consideration of (the) 
appeal” and that the Lantern reporters 
would be notified ayhes the agency 
reached a decision. ea a 
According’ to: Wilson, ‘the CIA" was 
required by Iaw to respond within twen- 
‘ty working days of.the appeal, but.i‘we 
-hever heard again from them.””; ee 
- The Lantern then decided to file suit... 
- “According to Jack Novik, an attorney. 
‘for the ACLU national office_in New. 
_ York, the suit is the fourth to contest the: 
CIA's. responses to FOIA requests. The: 
other suits originate from the Univer- 
sity of California system, Columbia. 
- University; and Rutgers. University. : 
“NOVIK. SAID there’ are: two basic. 
issues which the.CIA. and. the plaintiffs 
are disputing. The most. important. of. 
these is “whether or not the. gover- 
nment. is required to confirm. or deny 


_will’soon bring this question before the- 


said. The: University of California suit 
Circuit Court of Appeals for the ee 


; wef Columbia, Novik added. ~ ade 


} The other issue is. the agency’ 3 right: 

“to. delete: information; usually: names, ! 

_from files. it does release: According to 
;Levy, the CIA edits: the. material 
eee releasing the names would be a 
_- violation of the privacy of an le 
‘that they (the CIA) have Rote Gane 
. /But, he said, the Lantern suit. conten-. 


ds. that the “‘real- person: whose privacy. 
- ‘Fight is::violated= are people: whose: 


names might: be forwarded to. the. CIA 
“withouttheir knowledges. es 
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